REMARKS 



Careful consideration has been given to the Official Action of July 1 1, 2005 and 
reconsideration of the application as amended is respectfully requested. 

Claim Rejections 

Claims 8-16 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12 2nd paragraph. 

Claims 1, 4, 6, 7, ,9 12, 14 and 15 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102 as 
being anticipated by Goodman. 

Claims 2, 3, 10 and 11 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 as being 
unpatentable over Goodman in view of Amano. 

Claims 8 and 16 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 as being unpatentable 
over Morie in view of Amano and Goodman. 

Response to Rejections 

Claims 1-4, 6-12 and 14-16 have been amended. Claims 5 and 13 have been 
cancelled. Claims 17-20 have been added to the application. As now presented, the 
claims are claims 1-4, 6-12, and 15-20 are pending. 

With regard to the rejection of claims 8-16 under 35 U.S.C. 112 2nd paragraph, 
amendatory action has been taken to relieve the claims from the objection of record. It is 
noted however, that claim 8 should not be included in this group as claim 8 is not drawn to 
a method. Claims 9-16 have been amended to set forth an active method step thus 
overcoming the objection raised by the Examiner. 

Claims 5 and 13 have been rejected and claims 1-4, 6-12 and 14-17 have been 
amended to overcome the rejection raised by the Examiner on cited art. 

The examiner asserts that Claims 1, 4, 6, 7, 9, 12, 14, and 15 have been 
anticipated by US 6,616,613. 

The present invention is characterized in that the apparatus system of the 
present invention can analyze the electric waves of the artery blood pressure waveforms 
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obtained before and after drug intake, and provide warning signals if drug hepatotoxicity or 
drug induced abnormal liver function is monitored. As stated by the examiner, US 
6,616,613 does not specifically disclose or suggest the use of the apparatus of the present 
invention in monitoring drug hepatotoxicity and drug induced abnormal liver function. 
Furthermore, the claims of the subject application have been amended as required by the 
examiner. It is submitted that the amended claims should be novel over US 6,616,613. 

The examiner asserts that Claims 2, 3, 10, and 11 are unpatentable over US 
6,616,613 in view of US 2003/0125631; Claims 5 and 13 are unpatentable over US 
6,616,613 in view of US 5,140,991; and Claims 8 and 16 are unpatentable over US 
2004/0059202 in view of US 2003/0125631 and US 6,616,613. 

As stated above, US 6,616,613 does not specifically disclose or suggest the 
characteristics specified in the claims of the subject application, and the pressure sensors 
and optical sensors disclosed in US 2003/0125631 are not involved in monitoring drug 
hepatotoxicity and drug-induced abnormal liver function. Persons having ordinary skill in 
the art, in view of US 6,616,613 and US 2003/0125631, would not be motivated to use the 
apparatuses disclosed in the citations to monitor drug hepatotoxicity and drug-induced 
abnormal liver function. 

Similarly, persons having ordinary skill in the art, in light of the teachings of US 
6,616,613 in combination with the alarming apparatus disclosed in US 5,140,991, would 
not know that the apparatuses disclosed in the citations can be used in monitoring drug 
hepatotoxicity and drug-induced abnormal liver function. 

US 2004/0059202 does not specifically disclose or suggest that the apparatuses 
disclosed therein can be used to monitor drug hepatotoxicity and drug-induced abnormal 
liver function. Persons having ordinary skill in the art, in light of the teachings of US 
2004/0059202, US 2003/0125631 and US 6,616,613, cannot infer the use the apparatus 
system of the present invention in monitoring drug hepatotoxicity and drug-induced 
abnormal liver function. 

In view of the above, it is submitted that the amended claims are novel and 
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non-obvious from the citations. 

New claims 17-20 are dependent from respective independent claims and thereby at 
least become allowable by virtue of their dependency. Nevertheless, in view of the 
arguments which have been previously submitted, it is respectfully submitted that claims 
17-20 contain features which are not obvious from the cited art. 

By reason of the above action and comments, early and favorable reconsideration of 
the application and allowance of the claim is earnestly solicited. 
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